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controversial, and it may be accepted by the post-war Governments as an intermediary link in a security system. But it contains nothing which prevents one of the partners from entering a true federation with a third country, provided, of course, that that country's attitude towards her partner's ally is a friendly one.
Such an outcome of the attempts to create cc nuclei of future federation " among the Governments in exile will surprise only those who expect the mere fact of war to do miracles and to solve all otherwise insoluble problems. The pacts between the exiled Governments reproduce the forms characteristic, in the pre-war period, of the Little Entente, the Balkan Entente, and the Oslo group as regards both the limited sphere of unification and the fact that such agreements could not prevent serious conflicts even among the partners. The unifying force within the local ententes was common opposition to some revisionist power : Hungary or Bulgaria. These two are, indeed, in the enemy camp, but so is Rumania, which formed part both of the Little and of the Balkan Entente. Poland has been added, which, up to 1938, was in the opposite camp, and even during the present war has shown strong Hungarian sympathies 1 and has hitherto been reluctant to break with Hungary.2 The leadership of a traditionalist Polish Government has led the authors of such plans to circumscribe their sphere of union in accordance rather with their political aspirations than with economic needs,3 and has involved all these projects in the defeats which all the plans for an organisation of Eastern Europe in opposition to the U.S.S.R. suffered at Stalingrad, Kursk and Kiev. It has provoked the open opposition of the Czechs,2 who, in this matter, are certainly speaking for a large majority of the peoples concerned in the <c Middle bloc " projects, and has certainly contributed to the schism between the Yugoslav Government in exile and the majority of the forces within the country opposing the armies of occupation. It has done as much harm as a mere project can do to inter-Allied cooperation, especially between the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R.,4 and has thus contributed to postponing the day of liberation. Whether it has helped to prolong the political life of its sponsors, history will show. In any case, a true federation on the basis of the " Middle bloc " conception is impossible, for the simple reason that it would have to be
1 See above, p. 433.                             2 See nole 3 on p. 478.
3 See note 2 on p. 476.
4 See, for example,' The Times, March 16 and 34, 1943-